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P riod for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely 

- If NO penod for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U S C § 1 33) 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )E3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 27 January 2003 . 
2a)E3 This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) Q Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) [X] Claim(s) M9 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) Q Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) E3 Claim(s) h19 is/are rejected. 

7) Q Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) Q Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

1 0)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)Q objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). ^ 
1 1 )□ The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)Q disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 119 and 120 

13) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)DAII b)D Some*c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.Q Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3-D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121. 
Attachment(s) 

1) □ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-413) Paper No(s) 

2) U Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 

3) |2Sl Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1 449) Paper No(s) 9. 6) □ Other: 
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DETAILED ACTION 



1. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

2. Rejections not maintained are withdrawn. 



Response to Amendment 

3. Claims 1-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Applicants' admission either individually, or in view of Birchall et al. (US 3839078), 
substantially for the reasons set forth in section 6 of Paper No. 6, together with the 
following additional observations. 

With respect to Applicants' Response arguing that "Applicants are directly casting 
the foam onto the reinforcing film ..." (Response, page 6, last paragraph), the Examiner 
notes that in both independent claims 1 and 13, an anchoring layer is a required 
element. Further, the Examiner would like to reiterate that Applicants' admitted prior 
teaches the instant claimed invention in the absence of an anchoring layer (see page 3 
of Paper No. 6). 

Applicants argument that there was no motivation to combine the anchoring layer 
with the reinforcing layer and that such a combination led to unexpected results 
(Response, page 7, last paragraph) are not persuasive. The Examiner reiterates that 
Birchall teaches that it has been a common practice to coat a surface of a film substrate 
with one or more adhesion promoting layers which adhere to the film substrate and to 
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which the superstate readily adheres. Such intermediate coating layers are often 
referred to as 'anchor 1 coatings and are derived, for example, from an isocyanate-ended 
polyurethane resin, a phenol-formaldehyde resin or a vinylidene chloride - alkyl acrylate 
copolymer resin (column 22, lines 5 to 14). As such, it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art to modify Applicants' admitted prior arts with an anchor layer, 
such as a polyvinylidene chloride layer, between the reinforcing film substrate and the 
polyurethane foam layer, motivated by the desire to improve the adhesion between the 
laminate layers (see page 4 of Paper No. 6). 

Applicants' argument that "Applicants were concerned with improving the 
cohesive strength not between two distinct layer, but with improving the cohesive 
strength within a single layer of material ..." (Response, page 8, first and second 
paragraphs) is confusing and not understood. The Examiner notes that the anchoring 
layer is a separate distinct layer from the reinforcing layer, as such it would not be 
possible for the anchoring layer to improve the "cohesive strength" of the reinforcing 
layer. It should be noted that "cohesive strength" refers to adhesion or attraction within 
a bulk phase, which clearly cannot be improved by materials which is not within the bulk 
phase. 

4. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
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mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Victor S Chang whose telephone number is 703-605- 
4296. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 - 5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Terrel H Morris can be reached on 703-308-2414. The fax phone numbers 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703-872-9310 
for regular communications and 703-872-931 1 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-308- 
0661. 



VSC 

March 3, 2003 



DANIEL ZIRKER 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 
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